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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



APPLICANT: POURCHET, Jean- Yves; POURCHET, Bernard 

SERIAL NO.: 10/521,293 ART UNIT: 3721 

FILED: January 14, 2005 EXAMINER: Gerrity, S.F. 

TITLE: DEVICE FOR PACKAGING CONTPNUOUS WEBS OF MATERIALS SUCH AS 
SELVEDGES GENERATED ON THERMOFORMPNG UNITS 

AMENDMENT "A" 

Director of the U.S. Patent 

and Trademark Office 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

In response to the Office Action of June 1, 2006, a response being due by September 1, 
2006, please enter the present amendments and consider the following remarks: 



REMARKS 

Upon entry of the present amendments, previous Claims 1 - 9 have been canceled and new 
Claims 10-17 substituted therefor. Reconsideration of the rejections, in light of the forgoing 
amendments and present remarks, is respectfully requested. The present amendments have been 
entered for the purpose of placing the application into a proper condition for allowance. 

In the Office Action, it was indicated that Claims 1 - 9 were rejected under 35 § U.S. C. 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite. The drawings were objected to as failing to comply with 37 
C.F.R. 1.84(p)(5) because they lack a reference sign. The drawings are also objected to as failing 
to comply with 37 C.F.R. 1.83(a) as lacking the "pressurized air source" of Claim 4 and the 
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